Background {#Sec1}
==========

Child malnutrition remains a major public health problem globally. Malnutrition can take the form of stunting (height-for-age and/or weight-for-height) and underweight (weight-for-age); however, stunting is the primary form of malnutrition seen throughout the world \[[@CR1], [@CR2]\]. Stunting in early life is associated with adverse functional consequences, including poor cognition and educational performance, low adult wages, lost productivity, and chronic disease when accompanied by excessive weight gain later in childhood \[[@CR3]--[@CR5]\]. While the consequences of stunting are clear, its causes are more complex \[[@CR6]\]. Direct factors contributing to stunted growth and development include poor maternal health and nutrition, inadequate infant and young child feeding practices, micronutrient deficiencies, and infections \[[@CR7]\]. The Sustainable Development Goals (SDG) identified stunting, along with other nutrition indicators, as a target to reduce global malnutrition; meeting this goal demands renewed and concerted efforts focused on disparity \[[@CR8]\].

Globally, approximately 155 million children under 5 years suffer from stunting, with an estimated one million associated child deaths annually. Among the regions of the world, Africa and Asia share the highest burden of all forms of malnutrition. In 2017, nearly two out of every five stunted children lived in Southern Asia \[[@CR9]\]. Nepal is one of only ten countries in the world where more than half of children under five suffer from some form of malnutrition \[[@CR10]\]. According to the 2016 Nepal Demographic Health Survey, 36% of children under five suffered from stunting. Previous studies in Nepal have identified several common determinants of stunting, including child sex, age, birth weight, birth order, number of siblings, wealth index, mother's education, mother's body mass index, and access to health care \[[@CR11]--[@CR13]\]. The Nepal government identified nutrition as one of the key priority areas for national development. In 2012, the Nepal government developed a multi-sector nutrition plan involving different line ministries to implement an evidence-based nutrition intervention throughout health and non-health sectors. As a result, Nepal has made significant gains in health and nutrition indicators, including stunting, despite being in social, economic and political transition \[[@CR14]\], and being one of the poorest countries in South Asia. Nevertheless, decreases in stunting stalled between 2012 and 2017. To meet the global target by 2025, Nepal needs to continue to reduce stunting by 3.9% annually \[[@CR15]\].

The purpose of this paper is to determine the prevalence and associated factors of child stunting in the last 15 years in Nepal using nationally representative data from the Nepal Demographic and Health Surveys (NDHS) 1996--2016. While previous studies attempted to explore determinants of stunting, each only reported data from a single year. Currently, there is insufficient evidence on trends and determinants of stunting from nationally representative surveys in Nepal, thus limiting long-term policy formulation and planning. Hence, assessing the trends and factors associated with stunting will provide insights into the effectiveness of the implemented program and will assist policy makers and program developers in designing new and effective programs that target groups most at-risk.

Methods {#Sec2}
=======

This paper uses data from the 2006, 2011, and 2016 NDHS, a nationally representative cross-sectional household survey. This dataset includes information on a variety of health topics, as well as socio-economic and demographic information. The risk factors have been classified into demographic factors, maternal nutrition factors, and child nutrition factors. The NDHS surveys used a two stage selection process; initially, enumeration areas (clusters) were selected with probability proportion-to-size (PPS) methodology and next, households were selected with an equal probability systematic selection from each sample cluster. The sampling details for this survey have been documented in the full NDHS report \[[@CR16]\]. In 2006, height and weight information for a total of 5295 children was collected from 8707 interviewed households. Similarly, in 2011, 2603 children's height and weight information was collected from 10,826 interviewed households, and in 2016, a total of 2428 children's information was collected from 11,040 interviewed households. Some cases were excluded because their height and weight measurements were outliers (*n* = 212 in 2006, *n* = 118 in 2011, and *n* = 7 in 2016). Thus, the final sample sizes for the analyses in this paper were *n* = 5083 in 2006, *n* = 2485 in 2011, and *n* = 2421 in 2016. \[[@CR16]\].

Stunting, the single outcome variable, was measured based on height-for-age z-scores \<− 2 standard deviation. The NDHS calculated the height-for-age z-scores based on the 2006 World Health Organization (WHO) growth standards. These scores were used for the analysis \[[@CR17]\]. Based on the local context and prior studies, household, maternal, and child characteristics were included as potential determinants of stunting in Nepal. Household characteristics included family size, headship of the household, caste/ethnic group (Dalit, Muslim, *Janajati*, other *Terai* caste, Brahmin/Chhetri, others), wealth quintile (based on NDHS wealth quintiles), place of residence (urban or rural), ecological zone (mountain, hill, or *terai*), household food security status (food secure, mildly food secure, moderately food insecure, or severely food insecure), and access to drinking water and a toilet (improved or unimproved). Maternal characteristics included the mother's age, years of schooling, employment status (currently employed or not), BMI (underweight with a BMI \< 18.5, or not), anemia (anemic or not), and number of living children. Likewise, child characteristics included age and sex of the child, birth order, size at time of birth (average or larger or below average), and anemia (anemic or not).

The NDHS used the same questions as the Household Food Insecurity Scale (HFIAS), which was originally developed by the United States Agency for International Development (USAID) Food and Nutrition Technical project to measure household food security status. These questions focused on the severity and frequency of food insecurity in the household units based on the 30 days preceding the survey. Based on responses to these questions, four categories were developed based on the HFIAS measuring guidelines: food secure, mildly food secure, moderately food insecure and severely food insecure \[[@CR18]\]. Access to piped drinking water was defined as "improved" water access, while all other sources were defined as "unimproved". Likewise, access to a toilet was defined as "improved" if the households had flush/pour toilets to piped sewer systems, septic tanks and/or pit latrines, ventilated improved pit latrines with slabs, and/or composting toilets. Access to other types of toilets were considered "unimproved".

The NDHS collected blood samples to measure mother and child anemia using HemoCue. Children were considered anemic if their hemoglobin levels were \< 11.0 g/deciliter. Likewise, mothers were considered anemic if their hemoglobin levels were \< 12.0 g/deciliter for non-pregnant mothers and \< 11.0 for pregnant mothers. Mothers were included if they had ever been married, were not currently pregnant, and had not given birth in the previous 2 months. Exclusion criteria included outliers in BMI, height, and weight measurements \[[@CR16]\]. For the national representation of the sample, the analysis was performed by applying sampling weights. Descriptive, univariate, bivariate, and multivariate analyses was performed. Mean z-scores and standard deviations were calculated for height-for-age. Logistic regression models were used to identify the possible determinants of stunting. All analyses were performed in Stata version 14.

Results {#Sec3}
=======

This study included 5083 children from the 2006 NDHS, 2485 children from the 2011 NDHS, and 2421 children from the 2016 NDHS. In all three surveys, more than a quarter of the children were from *Janajati* caste/ethnic groups, more than half were from the *Terai* region, and about 60% were between 24 and 59 months. With regard to mothers' education, more than half of the mothers sampled had no schooling in 2006 and 2011; however, this was down to 36% in 2016 (Table [1](#Tab1){ref-type="table"}).Table 1Socio-economic and demographic characteristics of children under 5 years and their mothersBackground characteristics200620112016%N%N%NCaste/ethnicity Dalit15.578817.744014.1342 Muslim5.62865.91476.8164 *Janajati*31.6160832.079427.3661 Other *Terai* caste14.07139.323019.8479 Brahmin/Chhetri28.4144429.573426.0629 Other4.82445.61406.0146Wealth quintile Poorest25.3128525.864020.5496 Second poorest21.4108620.551021.8528 Middle20.3103223.458222.7549 Second richest18.192116.942121.7526 Richest14.975913.433213.3322Ecological Zone Mountain8.44257.91967.0170 Hill41.3210039.999136.2876 *Terai*50.3255852.2129856.81375Year of schooling of mother No schooling61.4311950.5125636.0910 1--5 years schooling16.985817.844219.0449 6--9 years schooling15.578818.746423.9563 10 and above years of schooling6.331813.032321.1499Age of child Less than 6 months9.14749.22289.0218 6--11 months9.24849.924710.4251 12--23 months18.797019.648921.1512 25--49 months63.1315561.3152159.51440Sex of child Boys51.2260451.2127352.01258 Girls48.6247948.8121258.01163 Total100.05083100.02485100.02421

Prevalence of stunting {#Sec4}
----------------------

The mean z-scores for stunting (height-for-age) showed slight improvement between 2006 and 2016 (− 1.92 in 2006 and − 1.29 in 2016). Likewise, the proportion of child stunting decreased from 49.3% in 2006 to 35.8% in 2016. The proportion of stunting was higher among larger families, children from the Dalit caste/ethnic group, households from the poorest wealth quintile, children residing in rural and mountain regions, and children from severely food insecure households (Table [2](#Tab2){ref-type="table"}).Table 2Prevalence of stunting (\<−2SD) among children aged 0--59 months200620112016%N%N%NTotal (mean z score and SD)49.3 (−1.93; 1.3)508340.5 (−1.66; 1.4)248535.8 (−1.29; 4.9)2421*Household characteristics*Family size Less than 543.2124738.969329.3727 5 and above51.0383641.1179238.71694Headship of the households Male48.7405241.2182836.21652 Female50.9103138.765735.0769Caste/ethnicity Dalit56.578847.044038.7342 Muslim56.628631.014737.2164 *Janajati*44.9160840.479432.2661 Other *Terai* caste50.371345.923042.3479 Brahmin/chhetri47.8144436.873434.6629 Other48.524441.014028.3146Wealth quintile Poorest61.2128556.064049.2496 Second poorest54.4108645.751038.7528 Middle50.6103234.558235.7549 Second richest39.792130.542132.4526 Richest30.575925.833216.5322Place of residence Urban35.861926.721732.01280 Rural51.0446441.8226840.21141Ecological Zone Mountain61.242552.919646.8170 Hill50.2210042.199132.3876 *Terai*46.2255837.4129836.71375Household food security status Food secureNA33.2106129.2991 Mildly food insecureNA41.230535.9557 Moderately food insecureNA45.657742.0623 Severely food insecureNA49.054246.5250Access of drinking water Unimproved51.2129648.936143.3112 Improved48.4378739.1212435.52309Access of toilet Unimproved53.9365945.0141548.9581 Improved36.9142434.6107031.71840*Maternal characteristics*Age of mother 15--1933.633327.917037.4194 20--2445.4176139.890832.5863 25--2949.2159538.774034.8767 30 and above58.6139446.766741.6597Years of schooling of mother No schooling57.3311946.9125645.3910 1--5 years schooling45.785841.744236.4449 6--9 years schooling31.978832.146431.7563 10 and above years of schooling20.131825.932322.7499Number of living children Up to 1 children34.0110431.968028.0725 2 children46.0161438.575132.0841 3 and more children58.3236547.5105446.2855Mother Employment No42.7158037.5111631.71240 Yes52.0350342.9136940.21181Mother BMI less than 18.5/underweight47.2379738.6193533.61901 18.5 and above54.7128447.146944.5452Mother anemia No48.1302739.8147635.41271 Yes50.9202341.290235.81074*Child characteristics*Age of child Less than 6 months11.547419.422813.5218 6--11 months23.6548415.924718.9251 12--23 months47.597034.848937.4512 25--49 months59.2315549.5152141.61440Sex of child Boys48.6260441.4127336.01258 Girls49.7247939.5121235.71163Birth order First40.6137834.278131.4791 Second44.9126639.259230.1657 Third and above56.1243945.6111243.3973Size at the time of birth Average or larger46.9410938.4206134.02031 Below average59.197450.742445.5391Anemia No53.6228441.4117234.71022 Yes53.9219145.2100840.91137Note: Only % for stunning are reported for each category. So, the total will not be 100% because for each category % of non-stunning are not included in this table, see more on Additional files [1](#MOESM1){ref-type="media"}, [2](#MOESM2){ref-type="media"} and [3](#MOESM3){ref-type="media"}.

In all three surveys, the proportion of child stunting decreased as the number of years of mothers' schooling increased. For example, the prevalence of child stunting was 45.3% among children whose mothers had no education, compared with 22.7% among children whose mothers had 10 or more years of schooling in 2016. Furthermore, the increases the number children living in a household also increase the likelihood of stunting. For instance, in 2016, the prevalence of stunting was 28% in single child households compared with 46.2% for the households with 3 or more children. The chances of stunting were also greater among children with anemic mothers. Child characteristics such as age, sex, birth order, birth size, and hemoglobin level were found to be determining factors for stunting in all three surveys. Stunting increased with increases in age and birth order. Likewise, small size at birth, female gender, and low level of blood hemoglobin (anemia) increased the likelihood of stunting in children (Table [2](#Tab2){ref-type="table"}).

Factors associated with stunting {#Sec5}
--------------------------------

The adjusted odd ratios in Table [3](#Tab3){ref-type="table"} show that in all three surveys, wealth quintile, age of child, size of child at birth, and anemia were significant determinants of stunting in children. In the adjusted model, we adjusted for household, maternal, and child characteristics including family size, headship of the household, caste/ethnicity, wealth quintile, place of residence, household food security status, access to drinking water and a toilet, mother's age, mother's years of education, number of living children, mother's employment status, mother's BMI and anemia status, age and sex of child, birth order, size of child at time of birth, and child anemia status. In all three surveys, children in the richer and richest wealth quintile households were less likely to be stunted compared with children from the poorest quintile households. Likewise, in all three surveys, older children were more likely to be stunted than younger children (OR: 2.24 in 2006, 2.58 in 2011, 1.58 in 2016). Children who were below average size at time of birth were 1.6 times more likely to be stunted in all three surveys compared with children who were average size or larger at time of birth (OR: 1.64 in 2006, 1.55 in 2011, 1.60 in 2016). Similarly, children who suffered from anemia were more likely to be stunted in all three surveys (OR: 1.32 in 2006, 1.59 in 2011, 1.40 in 2016) (Table [3](#Tab3){ref-type="table"}).Table 3Determinants of stunting in children aged 0--59 monthsBackground characteristicsOdd ratios of stunting (height for age \< −2SD)200620112016*Household characteristics*Unadjusted (OR, P/ CI)Adjusted (OR, P/ CI)Unadjusted (OR, P/CI)Adjusted (OR, P/CI)Unadjusted (OR, P/CI)Adjusted (OR, P/CI) Family size1.37\*\* \[1.16--1.62\]1.15 \[0.95--1.38\]1.01 \[0.86--1.40\]0.87 \[0.62--1.21\]1.52\*\* \[1.22--1.90\]1.39\* \[1.06--1.83\]Headship of the households Male (R) Female1.09 \[0.91--1.31\]1.01 \[0.82--1.24\]0.90 \[0.71--1.14\]0.85 \[0.64--1.14\]0.95 \[0.77--1.17\]1.06 \[0.84--1.35\]Caste/ethnicity Dalit(R) Muslim1.00 \[0.74--1.35\]1.21 \[0.82--1.80\]0.50 \[0.30--0.85\]0.55 \[0.27--1.14\]0.94 \[0.60--1.47\]1.04 \[0.61--1.78\] *Janajati*0.63 \[0.48--0.83\]0.73 \[0.53--0.99\]0.76 \[0.56--1.04\]0.89 \[0.61--1.29\]0.75 \[0.53--1.08\]1.01 \[0.69--1.47\] Other *Terai* caste0.78 \[0.59--1.03\]0.96 \[0.69--1.33\]0.95 \[0.63--1.43\]1.56 \[1.04--1.33\]1.16 \[0.81--1.66\]1.18 \[0.74--1.91\] Brahmin/chhetri0.70 \[0.57--0.89\]0.94 \[0.69--1.26\]0.65 \[0.51--0.85\]0.80 \[0.58--1.09\]0.84 \[0.60--1.17\]1.08 \[0.72--1.61\] Other0.72 \[0.35--1.50\]0.80 \[0.36--1.77\]0.78 \[0.48--1.29\]0.96 \[0.39--2.37\]0.63 \[0.37--1.05\]0.60 \[0.26--1.36\]Wealth quintile Poorest (R) Second poorest0.76\*\* \[0.63--0.92\]0.87 \[0.65--1.18\]0.66\*\* \[0.50--0.88\]0.58\*\* \[0.39--0.87\]0.65\*\* \[0.49--0.87\]0.60\*\* \[0.43--0.85\] Middle0.65\*\* \[0.51--0.82\]0.84 \[0.63--1.13\]0.42\*\* \[0.30--0.57\]0.45\*\* \[0.29--0.68\]0.57\*\* \[0.42--0.77\]0.51\*\* \[0.36--0.73\] Second richest0.42\*\* \[0.32--0.54\]0.59\*\* \[0.42--0.83\]0.35\*\* \[0.25--0.48\]0.30\*\* \[0.17--0.53\]0.49\*\* \[0.37--0.66\]0.56\*\* \[0.37--0.85\] Richest0.28\*\* \[0.22--0.35\]0.58\* \[0.38--0.88\]0.27\*\* \[0.19--0.39\]0.26\*\* \[0.12--0.54\]0.20\*\* \[0.14--0.29\]0.28\*\* \[0.16--0.49\]Place of residence Urban (R) Rural1.86\*\* \[1.51--2.30\]1.06 \[0.83--1.35\]1.97\*\* \[1.52--2.56\]1.35 \[0.94--1.92\]1.42\*\* \[1.16--1.77\]1.05 \[0.82--1.34\] Ecological belt Mountain (R) Hill0.64\*\* \[0.51--0.81\]0.90 \[0.70--1.15\]0.65\*\* \[0.49--0.85\]0.67\* \[0.49--0.91\]0.54\*\* \[0.37--0.79\]0.80 \[0.54--1.18\] *Terai*0.54\*\* \[0.43--0.69\]0.51\*\* \[0.37--0.72\]0.53\*\* \[0.40--0.71\]0.67 \[0.43--1.03\]0.66\* \[0.46--0.94\]0.84 \[0.53--1.33\]Household food security status Food secure (R) Mildly food insecureNANA1.40\*\* \[1.02--1.95\]0.86 \[0.58--1.29\]1.36\*\* \[1.07--1.71\]0.98 \[0.75--1.28\] Moderately food insecureNANA1.68\*\* \[1.28--2.21\]1.07 \[0.75--1.53\]1.76\*\* \[1.37--2.26\]1.10 \[0.82--1.47\] Severely food insecureNANA1.93\*\* \[1.39--2.67\]1.17 \[0.77--1.77\]2.10\*\* \[1.43--3.12\]1.32 \[0.86--2.01\]Access of drinking water Unimproved (R) Improved0.90 \[0.76--1.06\]1.19 \[0.98--1.44\]0.67 \[0.51--0.88\]0.96 \[0.68--1.34\]0.72 \[0.48--1.07\]0.82 \[0.53--1.29\]Access of toilet Unimproved (R) Improved0.50\*\* \[0.41--0.61\]0.83 \[0.59--1.17\]0.65\*\* \[0.51--0.81\]1.27 \[0.91--1.77\]0.49\*\* \[0.38--0.62\]0.64 \*\* \[0.46--0.88\]*Maternal characteristics*Age of mother1.05\* \[1.03--1.06\]0.97 \[0.95--0.99\]1.03\* \[1.01--1.05\]0.97 \[0.94--1.01\]1.02\* \[1.00--1.03\]0.99 \[0.96--1.02\]Years of schooling of mother0.87\*\* \[0.85--0.88\]0.92\*\* \[0.89--0.95\]0.92\*\* \[0.89--0.94\]1.00 \[0.65--1.05\]0.91\*\* \[0.89--0.93\]0.98 \[0.95--1.01\]Number of living children1.65\*\* \[1.51--1.79\]1.12 \[0.96--1.32\]1.39\*\* \[1.23--1.58\]1.05 \[0.86--1.28\]1.50\*\* \[1.33--1.70\]1.17 \[0.95--1.44\]Employment No (R) Yes1.45\*\* \[1.21--1.74\]0.98 \[0.80--1.21\]1.25 \[0.96--1.62\]0.83 \[0.59--1.17\]1.44\*\* \[1.20--1.73\]1.27\* \[1.01--1.60\]Mother BMI less than 18.5/underweight (R) 18.5 and above1.35\*\* \[1.16--1.58\]1.19 \[0.98--1.44\]1.42\*\* \[1.10--1.83\]1.30 \[0.93--1.81\]1.59\*\* \[1.23--2.04\]1.23 \[0.94--1.60\]Mother anemia No (R) Yes1.12 \[0.97--1.30\]1.24\* \[1.04--1.48\]1.06 \[0.86--1.30\]0.95 \[0.74--1.23\]1.01 \[0.84--1.24\]0.90 \[0.72--1.14\]*Child characteristics* Age of child2.11\*\* \[1.94--2.29\]2.24\*\* \[1.96--2.56\]1.80\*\* \[1.59--2.03\]2.58\*\* \[2.14--3.11\]1.61\*\* \[1.44--1.80\]1.58\*\* \[1.32--1.90\]Sex of child Boys (R) Girls1.05 \[0.91--1.21\]1.00 \[0.85--1.17\]0.92 \[0.77--1.10\]0.88 \[0.71--1.10\]0.98 \[0.81--1.20\]0.95 \[0.76--1.17\]Birth order1.17\*\*\* \[1.13--1.21\]1.11\* \[1.02--1.20\]1.00 \[1.00--1.01\]1.14 \[1.03--1.26\]1.15\*\* \[1.09--1.21\]0.99 \[0.89--1.10\]Size at the time of birth Average or larger (R) Below average1.64\*\* \[1.37--1.946\]1.64\*\* \[1.34--2.00\]1.67\*\* \[1.29--2.18\]1.55\*\* \[1.19--2.02\]1.64\*\* \[1.31--2.05\]1.60\*\* \[1.25--2.04\]Anemia No (R) Yes1.01 \[0.87--1.17\]1.32\*\* \[1.12--1.56\]1.17 \[0.95--1.43\]1.59\*\* \[1.25--2.02\]1.30\*\* \[1.06--1.61\]1.40\*\* \[1.12--1.75\]\* *p* \< 0.05; \*\* *p* \< 0.01, see more on Additional files [4](#MOESM4){ref-type="media"}, [5](#MOESM5){ref-type="media"} and [6](#MOESM6){ref-type="media"}

Discussion {#Sec6}
==========

This paper outlines the prevalence of stunting and associated risk factors among children under five in Nepal. Study findings suggest that stunting in Nepal has decreased over the last decade (mean decline of − 1.92 in 2006 to − 1.29 in 2016). The Nepal government implemented the Multi-Sectoral Nutrition Plan (MSNP) in 2012 with the key objective of improving nutrition status among adolescent girls, pregnant and lactating women, and all children under 24 months. The MSNP is an evidence-based, cost-effective nutrition intervention that integrates both national and community priorities. The plan outlines the roles of key health, education, and agriculture sectors in implementing policies and strategies. Thus, decreases in stunting may be attributable to the implementation of the MSNP in Nepal \[[@CR14], [@CR15], [@CR19], [@CR20]\].

The study analyses identified significant determinants of stunting present across all three surveys; household wealth status, number of years of mother's schooling, age of child, size of child at time of birth, and child anemia were all associated with stunting. Children from the poorest households were more likely to be stunted than children from middle income, richer, and richest households. This reflects findings from a systematic review conducted in sub-Saharan Africa by Akombi and colleagues \[[@CR21], [@CR22]\]. Likewise, a study based on the Bangladesh Demographic and Health Survey 2011 similarly found that wealth index was significantly associated with child stunting \[[@CR21], [@CR22]\]. The study findings also indicate that mothers with ten or more years of schooling were 37% less likely to have stunted children than mothers with no education. This reflects results from studies demonstrating less child stunting among mothers with more years of education \[[@CR23]--[@CR28]\]. Reduced child stunting among more educated mothers might reflect better feeding and care practices among these mothers \[[@CR29]\].

Findings indicate that children aged 24--59 months were at higher risk for stunting than children aged 0--23. This is consistent with findings from similar studies \[[@CR30]--[@CR32]\], and may be explained by the protective effect of breastfeeding. While most children in Nepal are breastfed until 24 months, breastfeeding gradually declines with child age \[[@CR33]\]. Children who had a low birth weight (less than 2.5 kg) were 1.5 times more likely to be stunted later in life than children of average or greater birth weight. The observed association between stunting and birth weight is consistent with other studies conducted in developing countries \[[@CR34]--[@CR38]\]. This link could be explained by the greater likelihood of low birth weight children to contract infections like diarrhea and acute respiratory infection. These infections may make the child more susceptible to later complications associated with stunting.

Child anemia was another determinant for stunting; results suggest that anemic children were 1.3 to 1.6 times more likely to be stunted than non-anemic children. Other studies have similarly found childhood anemia to be a significant determinant for stunting \[[@CR39]--[@CR42]\]. The link between anemia and stunting may be caused by anemia's role in limiting children's physical growth \[[@CR43], [@CR44]\] and iron supplementation could be used to reduce childhood stunting \[[@CR45]\].

The findings of this study have policy implications as they provide a clear depiction of the trends and determinants of stunting from 3 nationally representative surveys over a 15 year period. Policy makers and planners can use evidence from this study to formulate feasible and culturally appropriate interventions to reduce stunting in Nepal. Though this paper explores determinants of stunting from the last 15 years of data, it is not free from limitations. The analyses are based on cross-sectional survey data; thus, we were unable to assess the causal relationship between stunting and socio-economic confounders.

Conclusion {#Sec7}
==========

The prevalence of stunting in Nepal remains among the highest of developing countries. This study highlights risk factors for stunting, including household wealth quintile, number of years of mother's schooling, child age, child size at birth, and child anemia. In addition to the policies and programs aimed at improving maternal and child nutrition, equal focus should be given to improving mothers' education. Findings also suggest the importance of addressing income inequality when implementing nutrition interventions.
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